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Response to Election 

The examiner is in receipt of applicant's response to office action mailed 
8/24/2005, which was received 9/26/2006. Acknowledgement is made to the election 
Group I J with traverse that includes claims 16-20. The applicant claims to elect with 
traverse, but no traverse was presented, therefore the examiner understands this top be 
an election without traverse. 

Examiner's Note 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers or figures in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hurwitz (US 6,748,366) in view of Brewin. 

In regards to claim 16, Hurwitz discloses a web server (FIG 1); and 

an integrated shipping server, linked in communication with the web server 

(FIG 1), 

the web server and integrated shipping server comprising software 
instructions that when executed enable a sender to arrange for shipment of a 
package to a recipient via a shipping vendor by performing operations (FIG 2), 
including: 

generating and serving web pages via which shipping information pertaining to the 
shipment may be automatically entered and/or manually entered by the sender FIG 2, 
item 26); and 

interacting with an on-line interface hosted by the shipping vendor to 
arrange for shipment of the package via the shipping vendor through use of 
the shipping information (col 5, lines 10-25); 

receiving shipping data pertaining to the shipment from the shipping 
vendor, said shipping data including data corresponding to a shipping label; 
and generating and serving a web page, via which the shipping label may be 
printed (col 4, lines 1-20). 

Hurwitz teaches the transference of a shipping label to a seller, but does not 
specifically mention that the label is printed from a web page. Brewin teaches using a 
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UPS browser to print out a shipping label. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include in Hurwitz, printing a label 
from a web page, because this is a notoriously well known means for the efficient 
transferal of electronic documentation and would provided another efficient means to 
the user to print out the document without having to access additional programs such as 
email. 

In regards to claim 17, the combination of Hurwitz and Brewin teaches payment 
through the use of credit cards ect. (col 4, lines 40-50), but does not specifically mention 
that the payment for the shipping is being made by the seller. The examiner takes 
official notice that having a seller pay for the shipment is an option that was old and well 
known in the art at the time of the invention. It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include in Hurwitz, having 
the seller pay for the shipment, because this would allow addition functionality by 
allowing payment by the seller when an agreement is made between the buyer and 
seller that the seller will pay for the shipping costs. 

In regards to claim 18, the combination of Hurwitz and Brewin teaches wherein 
the system is configured to be operable by a third-party payment service for which the 
seller has an account, and 

facilitating payment of the shipment comprises: 
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providing payment from the third-party service to the shipping vendor; and 
deducting a shipping cost of the shipment from the Seller's third-party 
payment service account (col 3, lines 25-45). 

In regards to claim 19, the combination of Hurwitz and Brewin teaches wherein 
payment from the third-party service to the shipping vendor is facilitated via interaction 
between the payment server and a debit/credit card authorization/settlement" network 
(col 3, lines 25-45). 

In regards to claim 20, Hurwitz teaches payment by credit card, but does not 
specifically mention that the payment is made via a virtual debit card. The examiner 
takes official notice that the creation of a virtual credit card for use in payment for 
products or services was old and well known in the art at the time of the invention. It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include in Hurwitz the generation of a virtual credit card, because this would 
be an efficient means for securing payment without the use of a personal credit card. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Fadok whose telephone number is 571.272.6755. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday thru Friday 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on 571.272.6763. 



Application/Control Number: 10/749,682 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3625 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450 

or faxed to: 

571-273-8300 [Official communications; including 

After Final communications labeled 
"Box AF"] 

For general questions the receptionist can be reached at 
571.272.3600 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Mark Fadok 
Primary Examiner 



